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^ This study surveyed ^aiidoi saiples of the junior high 
schibolf college, and adult population ^^oups in Tucson, Arizona, for 
reft4ln9[ habits, keif- perceived reading abilities, and the ability to 
retain inforsation r^n' in local newspapers* The survey data indicate 
that aeibers of all three groups believe^ that they coiprehend sore 
than their peers^ that ttey enjoy reading sore than their peets, and 
that tMr actually rea^ lore than their peers, iinalysis of the 
surfeyed readijig habits shovs tiat. junior high school students in 
Tucson r«ad aore boolc% Wt fever aagazin^ and nevspafiers than the 
otitfr tvo groups, aa^that the adults relied acre on.readli^g' 
aatirials as a news source than the othiir.tvc groups, Hb significant 
differences were found between groups in their ability to retain 
in^i^raation read in local newspapers. The ^study concludes that « its 
remits ^are in striking contrast to the popular assuapticn that aore 
and aore people are reading less and le£S* (BI) * ,^ 
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A popular conception exists that more arid more people are 4 

reading less and less: thatt the folks in tn'e real world are aliter- 

/' ' • " ] • ' ' ' ' ' 

ate; That is, they could read if they chose to do so, buj that, 
foV the^most part, people do not choose, te , do so-.. Mikuleoky reported 
three surveys in the .1976 NRC YegrboolT which certainly liear witjiess 
to this idea: bne survey indicated that only 1% bf the adult popu- 
lation completes. a book per ye^rj a second survey suggested that 
only 2S% of all adults read in a bopk pelr month; and a third survey ^ 
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reported that 58% the population *'never road, never finished'' a 

>• 

— . / I 

bocyk. ^ i ^ ' ^ • 

This assertion and these surveys provided the impetus for this 
stud^. Th^ee randomly selected groups were chosen;.-!) junior high 
students; 2) college students^ ami 3) adult -readers . the>subjects 
were surveyed to examine and compare tbeir reading behaviors within, 
three parameters: • . . • • 

' ■ ■ ^' • ■ 1 

' I) their reading abilities as self-perceived; I 

2) t hfeir selZ-reported reading hfibits;, and 
' 3) their ability to* answer an obje^ive-type measure .of read- ^ 
ing retention. 

By examining and comparing these three groups^, the assertion that . * 
the general popu^tipn does not choose to ^ad could be rejected oT ' 
supported, at le^st :^r pe'ople^n Tucson, Arizona, across three age 
groups. . . , r ' I . 

- Method,'* / . , , 

\ ■ - — ^ 

Subjects, 



• The random sample of the/ipult population was achieved as follow 
A computer was used to geper^e random numbers which determined the 

■. > v. ' . ■ • / 

pago-,/column, and line numbers from the local telephone directory. 

Once potential subjects were identified and reached by *telephofic, 

/ 

they were asked to participate in the reading survey. Seven /refused , 

/ ' 
initially, tlirce failed to complete the entire survey ,* and 99/ res- 
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'fionded^ fully to a^} items. The demographic data that were gathered 

on these 199 Were then compared with recent, census data ^^ji^l i shed on 

the co mmunity at l arge. In all cases^ th^. obta rned- results were within 

— ' \ ' ' 

+ 1% of the published results. The 1^9 r^spondajits had an average 
' age' of 37, an average income of $12,500, and 3Xi average education of 
13.5 -years. The group was^85.5% anglo^ 'lylS^o lat in-american and 1% 
other. ^ ' 

The college students were surveyed with questionnaires di|?tri- 
buted in liberal arts classes.. Seveh classes were randomly selected , 
to be questioned. Questionnaires were completed by 173 subj^ts. 

». w 

The average age of this gxoup was- 20 years, the average family income 
was $15,500, ami the ayjerage personal education was 14 years,. 

m 

The junior high students were also sampled with questionnaires 

' i . ' ^ , . / ' 

•handed out in regular school classes. -Two classes were randomly 

selected frorp each of 'four publ'ic- TuQSon junior high scho,ols . A . 

total of 199 students completed the questionnaire.. The average age ^ 

was 13 years, the average family income $16,000, .the average educa- 

* • * 

ti^n was 8 years, and the iiacial balance was essentially the same ^ 

Ms the sample of "^he commufdty* at l^arge. 

Questions were chosen for their suitability from' the headlines 
of the two Tucson newspapers from the previous week. One or two • 



words from the *^e*adline were then changed, added, or omitted in sQch 
a manner as to give the new headline an opposite or greatly altered 
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meaning. For example: **City council votes, to raise water rgtes" 
became ^*City council votes to lower water rates"^ and ."'^iJuergy policy 
to raise prices --lT)wer comf(»rt" bec amj^ -'^Ener gy pori<^ to lower 

(zz ^ \ : : ^ — ^ ' ■ 

prices--ra3se comfiort." These alteffid ^leadlines were presented as 
• true- false type questions preceded b^^^a' Wartiing that the questions 

I V V ' . 

were 'tricky' and that care should be exercised in answering. -Ne ' 



questions asked by the subjects afout?' the items were answered although 

tfte individual iteme were repeated ^upbn request as often as necessary. 

• ■* * ' . \ ♦'if 

Proc^edures , , . ' 

The subjects, then^ were randomly selected and completed the 
data-gathering instrument eitherJvia _a^ telephone ^nterview'or on a 
dittoed handout. The sub^ects-y responses were, then analyzed. The 
analysis consisted of {1> Pejfjrson-Product -Moment Correlations coeffi- 
cients to compare variable/ across all three groups with la decision 
rule of p k .05; (2) cajpulation of each group's mean responses to 
eaxrh of the items; and J[3) t-tests for differences (a two-tailed 

^ * if'' ' ' 

test> between the meanfe of the adult sample and "the junior hi'gh sfjn- 
^ple, the adylt sampl#/'and the. college-age samjtl'e'; \^nd the college _ 
sample affo the junipt-high sample. Once^agayi^ a decis^.§n rule of 
P ^ made./^' ' 



/A 



the Survey Instrument 

^ — ^ — T ' . / ^ 

'All subj(#ts wete asked the same questions whether^ on^the tel'e- 

, phone or on #d^ittoed handout. The questions were organized intd " 



I.- • i 
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four different typesT^T'he first type were questions related to 
reading habits:^ how often newspapers, newsmagazines, trade maga- 
zines, general magazines, and fictibn and non-fiction books were 
read; frequency-of trips to the-Ubrary; what sections of the news- 

paper were usuaWy read^ tl>oroughly ; primary source of news^ anc^ 

* , . , 

number of books owned. 

0 

.The second type of questions related to the' subjects ' self- , 

♦ / 

perceptions of their -reading abilities as compared .with othei^s about 

'their own age. The subjects respottded to the following statements/^ 

by choosing one of three degree- related statement's (i.e. somewhat,^' 

more, somewhat lep^Btc-)- (0 compared with people your own age 

do you think you read; (2) cdtnpared to people your own age do yoxx 

think you. comprehend; (3) compared to people your own agC do you 

feel you like to read; and (4) com)f>ared to people your own age 

♦ 

how much do you thinly youf'^ad. ^ * . - ^ 

The third type of questions were designed to ascertain <Iemo- . , 

♦ ■» * . ^ 

graphic characteristics -of the subjects: age, income, educution, 
sex, and race were included as den^ographic data. ^ • • , , ^ 
The final category of questions was an abj*ecti^p||:ype quiz 'to 
test retention cjifciewspaper information. * 



' Resu lts , ' , ^ r s 

member of each of the population groups- perceived 
that^thev comprehended more bf^what they- read, enjo)^ed^ reading moik;. 
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and actually read more than the average person their own ager- . These 
resUlt^ were all statistically significant according to the stated^ 

^decision rule . - _ * ^ ' _ L * 

positive correlation 'existed ^jetween newspaper reade^hip* * 
and the feelings of the raenabers of groups- aboyt their reading. 
Also, in general, there were positive correlations between the amount 
of fiction sind non-ifiction read per year and the* feelings of all' *• 
groups about their reading, fosiftive correlations, alsd existed 
betweeak<an of the separate qi^stions concerning feelings about redd- 




/ 



ing. Additionally, there was a positive correlation betwe'en reported 
enjoyment of reading and quiz scores. 

College students thought they read more than people their own 
age/ to a significantly greater degree than the general adult in the' 
random ^anl^lfe. Junior h'igh students felt they read faster and com- 
prehended more than people thejlr own age to a~ significantly gteater , 
^extent than members of the other two groups. Also they (Junior high 

/stu4ents) reported reading significantly* ^ore fiction than either 

L ' ' ' »' ' i * 

w general adult . population (about 700% more) «qr the college stu- 

> . • ' * / ^ 

dents '(about; ^i^OO'i; more). T^ey reportQd " reading 'more non-fictioh 

than the 'college students (about 100^ more) although this djfft'ronce 

was not found to'^be statistically significant; however, th^y* reported 

reading statistically significantly" more than members pf the f,eneral 

adult randdhi s.imple, (about more). -Also junior high students 

^4: . . . ) 
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read significantly fewer newspapers and- newsmagazines than either 
th^ general aJtilt populat^ron^or the cpUege students. 

Col l/'g'^ giMH*^nt4 made signifi cantly more trips to the library 



monthly than di'dpunior high ^tudents who, in turn made significantly 
more tfips than did members of the general adult population (10/month, 
7/month, 3/month respectively). , - • • 

The general -adult population tended to rely on reading material • 
.as their primary source of news, as opposed to television ox vadifx^ 
to a significantly greater degree than either the college or Junlo1^ 
high students. ' ^ • , < 

No significant differences were found between the population 
groups in their scores on the *quiz desig«d to estimate reading . % 
retention. A]|l groups averaged abdut 58% correct responses. The. 
only response whi<:h was positively cprijelated with quiz score across^ 
all population grouns-was the extent to whith 'respondant s felt they 
enjoyed reading. Newspaper readership correlated with' quiz score, 
in the ju^ifr high and college^oups but not in the ' ge.neral- adult 
population group. ^ . ^ * - 

The results of this survey j^ere particularly surprising in 
' that the amount of reading done by these groups was a good deal 
greater thian predicted (see Table U • ' ' 
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conclusions ' • 
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• Junior high students are particularly positive in their self- 
^ferc gived TQ ^ding a bili ties and it appears that th is copfidenc^ i$ 
justified. They' read- considerably ^re books 't'han the meftbers of 
the other groups, al^thuugh they do read few^r ne.wspapersand maga- 
zines, tending to rely more heavily 'on radi'o^ and television as- their 

primary so|^ce of news than members of the other groups/ This greater 

. " J . ' 

reliance on television and*radio howeVer. does not seem to diminish . 

i 

the ir-tknowl edge of qurrent events compared with members of the other 
groups. ' * N ^ ^ 

^ A^f^mentioned above, Tucsonafts reported r^ing far more tRan the 
previ'Susly reported studies would suggest./ This result indicates that 
perhaps people are reading more than has been previously thought. ^ 

. One of the most uniform and consistent patt'ems that .emerged 
clearly >showed*that the more these subjects read thl more dWersified 
their read^^ng became. This diversification was^ accompanied by ^^n * 
•increase in positive feelings €bward reading and tHfeir abilities as 
readers . - ^ , 

Also, across all age groups, tfie subjects' self perceprtions 
about reading and their reported reading behaviors wer^ very similar. 
This tends to< supppft general folkloric/ not ions thar^'ci ther ^^eople 
do well at what they enjoy or they enjoy what they do well/' even to 
the point pf - intellectual behaviors such as 'reading. 
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Table 1; 
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Mean Number of Reading Materia s Re^d l^er Year 

A ._ _ _ . ' V • 
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